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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-13 are pending in the present application, Claims 1,12, and 13 having been 
amended. Support for the amendments to Claims 1, 12, and 13 is found, for example, in Fig. 
1 and in the specification at page 19, lines 3-5. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit 
that no new matter is added by the present amendment. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 1, 2, 9, 12, and 13 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §102(e) as anticipated by Craft et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0150243, 
hereinafter Craft ); Claims 3 and 4 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable 
over Craft in view of Anderson et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0139018, hereinafter 
Anderson) ; Claims 5, 7, and 8 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Craft in view of Fishman et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0017826, hereinafter 
Fishman ); Claim 6 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Craft in view 
of Fishman , and further in view of Dwork (U.S. Patent No. 5,539,826, hereinafter Dwork) ; 
Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as unpatentable over Craft in view of White 
et al. (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0227934, hereinafter White) ; and Claim 1 1 was 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Craft in view of Menard (U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2003/0001743). 

With respect to the rejection of Claim 1 as anticipated by Craft , Applicants 
respectfully submit that the amendment to Claim 1 overcomes this ground of rejection. 
Amended Claim 1 recites, inter alia, . .the value entity usable as a charge in electronic 
procurement. . .and transferring means for transferring the value entity to conduct electronic 
procurement through the ad hoc network to a device external to the communication terminal 
by use of the application when the verifying means successfully verifies the application." 
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A non-limiting embodiment of the claimed invention is shown in Fig. 1 of the present 

application. As shown in Fig. 1, portable terminal 20 acquires a value entity and a public key 

from value providing server 10. The value entity is usable as a charge in electronic 

procurement. Portable terminal 20 also receives an application and private key from store 

sever 30 through an ad hoc network. The portable terminal 20 acquires the application for 

electronic procurement, and uses the application to achieve support on a purchase of a desired 

commodity or service for a charge of the value entity. 1 The portable terminal 20 transfers the 

value entity to conduct electronic procurement through the ad hoc network to store server 30. 

The shop server 30 acquires, from the portable terminal, a value entity utilized for electronic 

procurement, as consideration of a commodity or service. 2 Furthermore, the specification 

describes an example of electronic procurement where a user makes a purchase from a coffee 

shop, where the value entity is transmitted a server of the coffee shop in consideration for a 

beverage. 3 

The outstanding Office Action, in the Response to Arguments section, states that 
"examiner interpreted 'value entity' to be a content that was paid for by the user." The 
outstanding Office Action also states "the entity downloaded is a movie or song." 4 Applicant 
respectfully submits that the amendment to Claim 1 more clearly describes what is meant by 
"value entity." As clarified by the present amendment, the "value entity" is usable as a charge 
in electronic procurement. The value entity is not the application code and/or content data 
(i.e., a movie or song file) that was paid for. Craft does not disclose or suggest that the 
downloaded application code and/or content data is usable as a charge in electronic 
procurement. 



1 Specification, page 19, lines 23-26. 

2 Specification, page 20, lines 7-10. 

3 Specification, pages 35 to 38. 

4 Office Action, pages 2-3. 
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Furthermore, the outstanding Office Action states that the claimed transferring is 
interpreted as transferring the downloaded movie or song from a memory to the application 
for execution. 5 However, as the amendment to Claim 1 clarifies, a transferring means 
transfers the value entity to conduct electronic procurement through an ad hoc network to a 
device external to the communication terminal The downloaded application code and/or 
content data disclosed in Craft is not the value entity for the reasons stated above. 

Furthermore, Craft does not disclose or suggest transferring a value entity for 
electronic procurement when the when the application is verified successfully, as claimed. 

In view of the above-noted distinctions, Applicants respectfully submit that amended 
Claim 1 (and Claims 2-11 dependent thereon) patentably distinguish over Craft . In addition, 
amended Claims 12 and 13 are similar to amended Claim 1. Thus, Applicants respectfully 
submit that amended Claims 12 and 13 patentably distinguish over Craft for at least the 
reasons stated for amended Claim 1 . 

Consequently, in light of the above discussion and in view of the present amendment, 
the present application is believed to be in condition for allowance and an early and favorable 
action to that effect is respectfully requested. 
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5 Office Action, page 3. 
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